Penelitian ini bertujuan menganalisis bagaimana dan seberapa besar pengaruh jumlah orang bekerja (Employment), Laju Pertumbuhan Ekonomi (LPE), dan
INTRODUCTION
The Indonesian economy capability is expected to absorb the labor force as much as possible so as to be a solution for the problem of unemployment in Indonesia. The number of working people (employment) are likely be the solution for labor force growth. Indonesia used the concept of open unemployment, which highlights the difference in labor force with the amount of work. Therefore, with increasing numbers of employment, Indonesia can fix the existing unemployment problem every year and improve income levels. The development of employment in Indonesia from year 2006 -2013 is shown in Figure 1 .
The employed people will receive wage as a remuneration of services granted to the company. Then, the labor income is used to finance their needs. Improvement of the level of wages that always happens every year through the Provincial Minimum Wage (UMP) is expected by the government to improve the income level of workers, which is ultimately expected to be able to make the workers and their family members acquire a better level of education and health. However, in reality, UMP given by the company to its workers is still not able to cover all the proper daily needs of an employee, even the unmarried ones. The need of investment for an economy is inevitable, because by investment the country can build infrastructure that can support the economy realization. In addition, the development of domestic and foreign investment in Indonesia is increasing every year. Domestic Investment (DI) has a very important role in development in Indonesia given the DI comes from national capability.
As a component forming national income, investments (domestic and foreign) are expected to bolster HDI in Indonesia through a better national income over time. Development of investment from the year [2006] [2007] [2008] [2009] [2010] [2011] [2012] [2013] indicates that the number of domestic investment is still greater than foreign investment (see Figure 2 ). This indicates that Indonesia still relies on domestic investments compared to foreign investment in economic development.
The Indonesia's economic growth rate from the year 2006-2013 showed a good condition (see Figure  3 ). Indonesia's economic growth rate always reaches a positive value to the lowest figure of 4.77 per cent and 6.35 per cent in the highest level. The lowest economic growth rate of 4.77 percent occurred when Indonesia and the world were affected by the economic crisis. In that year, many countries economic growth rate of fell dramatically, some countries even hit the level of negative numbers, but Indonesia was still able to achieve positive economic growth rate. A positive economic growth rate is expected to increase the improvement of people's income, both in general through the income per capita, or specifically for people who work (employment) through the Provincial Minimum Wage (UMP). Workers' 
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wage in the form UMP that tends to rise each year makes the rate of economic growth to be one of the considerations in deciding the amount of the UMP. If the income of people working increases, it is expected that it will improve their ability to access and acquire education and better health. When the three components forming the Human Development Index (HDI), which are per capita income, education, and health increase from time to time then it will also improve the HDI. Human development has been the focus of development policy makers to produce high quality society from the development activities. There has been an emergence of a heightened awareness in carrying out the human development. As a result, the orientation of physical development must be balanced with human development. The achievement of human development indicators comprehensively approached with HDI. HDI calculation includes three basic dimensions: the dimension of education, health, and economy. The development of HDI in Indonesia from 2006-2013 year continued to show an increase, as seen in Figure 4 .
The problem occurring in Indonesia is the government that tends to make the target of increasing economic growth as an indicator of the success of the government's performance from year to year. Yet, for the society, what is more important is the better performance of HDI over time, because the HDI is an indicator that describes the welfare of the society.
An assumption that should be tested is whether or not there is a significant positive effect of economic growth on the HDI in Indonesia? Another question that must be answered is whether the employment, foreign direct investment and domestic investment have significant positive effects on the HDI in Indonesia?
THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK AND HYPO-THESES
HDI is one of the measures that can be utilized to assess the level of welfare in a country. HDI has become an interesting discussion in the academic world and government policies (Klugman et al. 2011) . Even today many countries still use the index as a measure to assess human development, al- though according to (Ray 2014 ) the HDI should begin to include environmental health indicators as sustainable development efforts.
The number of people working is one of the factors that affect the HDI. It is the same as found in research by Michci et al. (2012) that explains that the workforce has a significant and positive effect on HDI. The research even offers to inlude the workforce as an indicator variable for HDI measurements that have been adapted to the labor force (employment-adjusted human development index). A study by Atmakuri et al. (2014) that which examined the relationship between per capita income and HDI. Atmakuri et al. found that between income per capita and HDI in India has a significant relationship. This happens because the per capita income of the population is one of the determining factors of HDI, in addition to educational level and health factors.
Another different case took place with (Carneiro Pinheiro et al. 2014) , which in their study, examined the very strong correlation between economic growth and HDI. The findings are corroborated by several similar discoveries of (Enefiok & Sunday 2014), and (Gabriel 2013). Furthermore, HDI is also thought to be influenced by investment, both from domestic investment (DI) as well as investment from abroad (FI).
In general, the investment described by (Ullah et al. 2014 ) is a significant positive contributor to human development, it is similar to what was also found by (Joan B. Anderson 2010). More specifically, (Ndeffo 2010) found that domestic investment, government spending public sector, life expectancy and GDP per capita growth have a significant positive effect on human development, while FDI found no significant effect. FDI found significant positive effect on human development in several studies, such as those conducted by (McDonnell 2008) Figure 5 .
After going through the test model of MWD, the 
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researchers discovered the best functional form to estimate HDI in Indonesia that is in the form of equation semi-logarithmic (log) as follows:
HDIit= β0+ β1 log EMit + β2 EGRit + β3 log FDI it + β4 log DIit + eit.
Description: 
DATA ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION
This study uses data from thirty-three provinces in Indonesia. HDI models to be estimated are using data from 2006 to 2013 (8 years), so the total pool of observation data exists as much as 212. Based on the calculation of probabilities Fcomputed in Table 1 , the F-computed is 0.0000. This shows that the F-Calculate the probability value smaller than α= 5% to reject hypothesis null, then the proper data panel model used is the fixed effect compared to common effect. The results of calculation of probability random cross-section, the probability are 0.0000 (see Table 2 ). Table 2 shows that the probability is smaller than α = 5% to reject nul hypothesis, then the proper data panel model used is the fixed effect compared with random effect.
The test results of empirical data by using Fixed Effect Model are shown in Table 3 
Statistic Test a) The coefficient of determination (Goodness Regression Testing)
The the results of regression has been conducted and found that the value of R 2 is 0.952518 or 95.25%. This suggests that the variation of the independent variables can explain the variation of the dependent variable as much as 95.25% and the remaining is explained by other variables outside the model.
b) Test Statistic F (Feasibility Model)
The results of regression provide the value of the F-count which equals to 97.51686 and the value of the F-table that is at 2:41 with a significance level of α = 0.05. The values obtained by the numerator (k -1) or 4-1 = 3 and denominator (n -k) or 212-5 = 207. The result can be stated that F computed is larger than F table then the conclusion is to reject H0. This means that all the independent variables are jointly and significantly affecting the dependent variable.
Variable EM
This study discovered that the probability is 0, which means H0 is rejected. In other words, it can be concluded that the variables significantly and positively influence the number of people working towards HDI. The implication is that if the number of people working increased by 1 percent, the HDI increased by 0.0625. The number of people working during the study period showed a significant increase. In 2006 the number of people working still amounted to 95,456,935 people, and in the year 2013 has reached 110,804,041 people or in other words, during the period of 8 years it has increased 1.16 times.
The role of the number of people working is very important in the economy. Through a large number of people working with a good level of productivity, it will produce a large output which would affect the value of Gross Domestic Product (GDP) of the country. If a country's GDP continues to grow, the ability of the state to provide education and health care facility will also improve. GDP rose by controlling the addition of the population will be able to increase the per capita income of the country's society. The three components of education, health and per capita income that continue to improve cause the Indonesian HDI to be able to also continue to rise from the period of 2006-2013. This study found that the number of people who work (employment) has significant and positive effect on the HDI, it reinforces previous findings that have been concluded by (Mihci et al. 2012 ). More than that even (Mihci et al. 2012) advised to use the workforce as one of the new indicators to measure the success of human development in a region or country.
Variable EGR
The results of the analysis shows that the probability is 0.8917, so H0 is accepted. It means that the variable EGR has insignificant effect on the HDI. The EGR that has always had positive value in the study period has indeed been able to encourage improvements in the minimum wage level of workers in Indonesia. EGR is one of the variables determining the level of minimum wage in Indonesia, but in reality the value of the UMP that have improved from year to year has not been able to 100 percent meet the proper needs of daily life of a single worker in Indonesia. As a result, it is natural that EGR did not have a significant effect on the HDI in Indonesia. This is in contrast with what has been investigated by (Carneiro Pinheiro et al. 2014) , (Enefiok & Sunday 2014) , and (Gabriel 2013) who found that EGR has positive significant effect on the HDI. However, there were no significant effect of economic growth on the HDI as the results of this study does not happen only this study. The results of the (Atmakuri et al. 2014 ) discovered some similarity , the results of the research found that economic growth is still not able to raise the HDI mainly through poverty. If it is drawn again into this study, it then will become a stronger reason when economic growth could lead to a rise in UMP but cannot eradicate poverty because the magnitude of the UMP has not been able to meet all the proper needs of daily life of a worker (human).
Variable FDI
The results of analysis shows that the probability value of 0.005, is to reject H0. It can be said that FDI has a positive significant effect on the HDI. Variables coefficient of FDI is 0.152395, this means that when FDI rise to 1 percent, the HDI has increased by 0.0015. The development of FDI in Indonesia during this study showed a tendency to rise, except in 2009 which is lower than 2008, but it remained positive at the level of 4.77 percent. It happened due to the 2009 economic crisis in Indonesia as a result of the world economic crisis. The role of FDI during the period of this study is quite positive in increasing the amount of investment in Indonesia whose needs are rising from year to year, along with improved economic activity.
The findings in this study support previous findings regarding the effects of FI on the HDI, which is positive and significant impact on the HDI. Previous findings that support the results of the study are the research conducted by (McDonnell 2008) and (Heirsh & Mohammad 2013) in which both found that investment coming from overseas funds have positive and significant effect on the HDI. In addition the findings of the study with similar results supporting that investment and significant positive effect on the HDI as claimed by (Ullah et al. 2014) and (Joan B. Anderson 2010) . However, the research results of (Ndeffo 2010) in the countries of sub-Saharan Africa during 1980-2005 found that FDI has no effect on HDI.
Variable DI
From the analysis result, it shows that the probability of 0, meaning that it rejects H0. It can be concluded that the domestic investment has a significantly positive effect on the HDI. Domestic variable coefficient is equal to 0.256299; this means when domestic investment rises to 1 percent, the HDI has increased to 0.0026. Domestic variable coefficient is greater than the coefficient of FDI. This means that the role of domestic investment is more dominant than the FDI in improving the HDI in Indonesia.
The investment comes from domestic funds in the study found positive and significant impact on the HDI, it strengthens the research conducted by (Ndeffo 2010) who found that domestic investment, government spending public sector, life expectancy, and GDP per capita have significant positive effect on the HDI. Furthermore, the findings of this study also support the overall response to the discovery (Ullah et al. 2014 ) and (Joan B. Anderson 2010) which stated that investments have significant positive effect on the HDI.
Intercept Coefficient Provinces in Indonesia
The fxed Effect method shows that each province has different coefficient intercept. Positive intercept shows the development of HDI in the provinces that tend to improve, and conversely, negative intercept indicates the HDI in these provinces tend to decrease during the period of the study was being conducted (see Table 4 ). Bangka (10.07179) becomes the province with the highest HDI growth, followed by Kepri province (9.984777) and the province of West Papua (9.834866), become the top three provinces with the highest positive HDI. While the top three provinces with a negative intercept are East Java (-15.47559), followed by West Java (-14.42568 ) and Central Java (-12.91892).
CONCLUSION, IMPLICATION, SUGGES-TION, AND LIMITATIONS
The results of the research indicated that the employment variable has a positive and significant impact on the HDI in Indonesia, while EGR does not The evidence in this study suggests that the government continue to increase job opportunities so that the number of employment will increase. An increase of employment should be done because it can contribute the most for the improvement of HDI of provinces in Indonesia. The value of Gross Regional Domestic Product (GRDP) of the provinces will be influenced by a large output and produce a large number of employed people with a good level of productivity. If GRDP continues to grow, the ability of the state to provide education and health care facilities will also be improved. The increase of per capita income will be possible by controlling the number of population which will increase GRDP. The three components of education, health and per capita income which continue to improve will increase the HDI of provinces of Indonesia.
The government should also continue to improve EGR, despite the less significant effect on the increase of the HDI partially. However, in collaboration, EGR has influence over the HDI. The HDI provinces will increase if the local government enforces policies which will encourage the achievement of a better EGR, accompanied by an increase in other independent variables.
The local government should continuously conduct an improvement of investment climate so that investors and the number of investment coming to provinces in Indonesia will also improve. The improvement of investment climate can be conducted by establishing local government policies such as ease of process, time acceleration and cost minimization of licensing for investors who intend to invest in Indonesia. The availability of location with prepared infrastructures as well as high quality workers is also necessary for the improvement. The government needs to pay a genuine attention to Domestic Investment, not only because of the important role of the Domestic Investment in influencing the improvement of HDI in Indonesia, but also the possibility of it in strengthening the national independence in investment. Nevertheless, the government's service to foreign investors also just as essential, because FDI and DI have significant impact to the increase of HDI, therefore improvement for both need to be conducted continuously. 
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